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OPINION 1339 

PAPILIO FATIMA FABRICIUS, 1793 (INSECTA, LEPIDOPTERA): 

RULED TO BE EXEMPT FROM THE APPLICATION OF THE 
PRINCIPLE OF HOMONYMY 

RULING. — (1) Under the plenary powers the specific name 
fatima Fabricius, 1793, as published in the binomen Papilio fatima, is 
hereby ruled to be exempt from the application of the Principle of 
Homonymy. 

(2) The specific name fatima Fabricius, 1793, as published in the 
binomen Papilio fatima and as ruled to be exempt from the application of 
the Principle of Homonymy in (1) above, is hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Number 2997. 

HISTORY OF THE CASE Z.N.(S.)2351 

An application for the conservation of the name Papilio fatima 
Fabricius, 1793 was first received from Dr G. Lamas {Museo de Historia 
Natural, Lima, Peru), Dr A. Aiello {Smithsonian Tropical Research 
Institute, Balboa, Panama) and the late Dr R. E. Silberglied on 18 June 
1980. After considerable correspondence a revised manuscript was sent to 
the printer on 24 February 1981 and published on 11 March 1982 in Bull, 
zool. Nom., vol. 39, pp. 61-63. Public notice of the possible use of the 
plenary powers was given in the same part of the Bulletin as well as to 
the statutory serials, to seven general and nine entomological serials. 
A comment was received from Dr L. B. Holthuis {Rijksmuseum van 
Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden) enquiring into the usage of the senior 
homonym Papilio fatima Cramer, 1780. This information was duly supplied 
by the applicants. Dr Holthuis also objected {in litt.) to the term ‘nomen- 
claturally valid’ on the grounds that the Commission had not yet formally 
adopted it. The Secretary pointed out that the term was meant as a simple 
expression for what the Commission does when it removes the nomen- 
clatural (as distinct from taxonomic) obstacles to the use of a name as a 
valid name. 


DECISION OF THE COMMISSION 

On 15 January 1985 the members of the Commission were invited to 
vote under the Three-Month Rule on Voting Paper (1985)4 for or against 
the proposals set out in Bull. zool. Nom. vol. 39, p. 62. At the close of the 
voting period on 15 April 1985 the state of the voting was as follows: 

Affirmative Votes — twenty-three (23) received in the following 
order: Melville, Brinck, Holthuis, Savage, Lehtinen, Willink, Sabrosky, 
Trjapitzin, Hahn, Mroczkowski, Cocks, Starobogatov, Bayer, Alvarado, 
Corliss, Ueno, Kraus, Cogger, Heppell, Bemardi, Dupuis, Ride, Schuster 

Negative Votes — none (0). 
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Halvorsen and Binder returned late affirmative votes. 

The following comments were returned by members of the Com¬ 
mission with their voting papers: 

Holthuis: The nomenclatural obstacle to the validity of Papilio 
fatima Fabricius, 1793 is the presence of the available Papilio fatima 
Cramer, 1780. If the claim that making Papilio fatima Fabricius, 1793 
nomenclaturally valid is removing the obstacles for this validity, then 
Papilio fatima Cramer, 1780 should be removed.’ 

Heppell: T agree with Commissioner Holthuis that the expression 
“nomenclaturally valid” is otiose, especially as in the new Code “conser¬ 
vation” has replaced “validation” in the statement of the Commission’s 
plenary powers [Article 79a]. On the other hand I agree with the Secretary 
that Papilio fatima Cramer should not be suppressed. Conservation of P. 
fatima Fabricius for the purposes of the Principle of Homonymy suffi¬ 
ciently describes the action taken by the Commission. In my comments on 
the published draft of the new Code I argued for inclusion of “suppression 
for the Principle of Homonymy alone” among the Guiding Principles noted 
in Article 79b, for use in cases such as the present where stability of usage 
requires conservation of both primary homonyms. A precedent may be 
found in Opinion 685 where two specific names originally published as 
Ammonites laevigatas were both placed on the Official List. I believe both 
homonyms should be placed on the Official List so the status of each can be 
made clear. A parallel case is that of Thrips rufus (Opinion 1338)’. 

Bernardi: ‘Je vote pour, etant donne I’importance de Anartia fatima 
en systematique evolutive (biosystematique). Je veux noter que cette 
“tactique” portant sur la suspension du Principe d’Homonymie ne devrait 
etre appliquee qu’ a titre tres exceptionnel: chez les Lepidopteres il existe de 
nombreux homonymes primaires decrits dans le genre Papilio desormais 
places dans des genres ou des families differents et leur “recuperation” par 
suspension du Principe d’Homonymie serait une source d’instabilite, meme 
si I’application stricte du Principe n’est pas generate ou seulement recente.’ 

Ride: T support Holthuis in wishing to avoid the term “nomen¬ 
claturally valid”. “Valid” is defined in the Glossary of the Code in such a 
way as would extend the Opinion to cover matters that the application does 
not seek — namely that fatima would become valid in all circumstances, 
including taxonomic. I consider that we should be specific in a decision 
and suggest we “declare that Papilio fatima Fabricius, 1793 and Papilio 
fatima Cramer, 1780 are exempt from the operation of the Principle of 
Homonymy, i.e. they are not homonyms”.’ 


ORIGINAL REFERENCE 

The following is the original reference to the name placed on an 
Official List by the ruling given in the present Opinion: 
fatima, Papilio, Fabricius, 1793, Ent. syst., vol. 3(1), p. 81. 
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CERTIFICATE 

I hereby certify that the votes cast on Voting Paper (85)4 were cast 
as set out above, that the proposals contained in that voting paper have 
been duly adopted under the plenary powers, and that the decision so 
taken, being the decision of the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature, is truly recorded in the present Opinion No. 1339. 

R. V. MELVILLE 
Secretary 

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature 

London 
15 May 1985 


